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Banach KK-theory and
the Baum-Connes Conjecture
V. Lafforgue∗
Abstract
The report below describes the applications of Banach KK-theory to a con-
jecture of P. Baum and A. Connes about the K-theory of group C∗-algebras,
and a new proof of the classification by Harish-Chandra, the construction by
Parthasarathy and the exhaustion by Atiyah and Schmid of the discrete series
representations of connected semi-simple Lie groups.
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This report is intended to be very elementary. In the first part we outline the
main results in Banach KK-theory and the applications to the Baum-Connes con-
jecture. In the second part we show how the Baum-Connes conjecture for connected
semi-simple Lie groups can be applied to recover the classification of the discrete
series representations.
1. Banach KK-theory and the Baum-Connes con-
jecture
There are many surveys on Kasparov’s KK-theory and the Baum-Connes
conjecture (see [4, 48, 49, 21, 27, 13, 54]) and on Banach KK-theory ([49, 38]).
1.1. Generalized Fredholm modules
We wish to define A-linear Fredholm operators (where A is a Banach algebra),
with an index in K0(A). If A = C, this index should be the usual index of C-linear
Fredholm operators in K0(C) = Z.
∗Institut de Mathe´matiques de Jussieu, 175 rue du Chevaleret, 75013 Paris, France. E-mail:
vlafforg@math.jussieu.fr
796 V. Lafforgue
We define a Banach algebra as a (non necessarily unital) C-algebra A that
is complete for a norm ‖.‖ satisfying ‖ab‖ ≤ ‖a‖‖b‖ for any a, b ∈ A. If A and
B are Banach algebras a morphism θ : A → B is an algebra morphism such that
‖θ(a)‖ ≤ ‖a‖ for any a ∈ A.
K0 and K1 are two covariant functors from the category of Banach algebras
to the category of abelian groups. If X is a locally compact space and C0(X) the
algebra of continuous functions vanishing at infinity, K0(C0(X)) and K1(C0(X))
are the Atiyah-Hirzebruch K-theory groups. For technical reasons we shall restrict
ourselves to unital Banach algebras in this subsection.
Let A be a unital Banach algebra.
A right A-module E is finitely generated projective if and only if it is a direct
summand in An for some integer n. The set of isomorphism classes of right finitely
generated projective A-modules is a semigroup because the direct sum of two right
finitely generated projective A-modules is a right finitely generated projective A-
module. Then K0(A) is the universal group associated to this semigroup (i.e. the
group of formal differences of elements of the semigroup). If θ : A → B is a
morphism of unital Banach algebras, and E is a right finitely generated projective
A-module then E ⊗A B is a right finitely generated projective B-module and this
defines θ∗ : K0(A)→ K0(B).
There is another definition of K0(A) for which the functoriality is even more
obvious : K0(A) is the quotient of the free abelian group generated by all idem-
potents p in Mk(A) for some integer k, by the relations
[(
p 0
0 q
)]
= [p] + [q] for
any idempotents p ∈ Mk(A) and q ∈Ml(A) and [p] = [q] if p, q are idempotents of
Mk(A) and are connected by a path of idempotents in Mk(A) and [0] = 0 where 0
is the idempotent 0 in Mk(A). The link with the former definition is that any idem-
potent p ∈Mk(A) acts on the left on Ak as a projector P and ImP is a right finitely
generated projective A-module (it is a direct summand in the right A-module Ak).
The following construction was performed for C∗-algebras by Mischenko and
Kasparov, in connection with the Novikov conjecture ([43, 28]). We adapt it to
Banach algebras.
A right BanachA-module is a Banach space (with a given norm ‖.‖E) equipped
with a right action of A such that 1 ∈ A acts by identity and ‖xa‖E ≤ ‖x‖E‖a‖A
for any x ∈ E and a ∈ A. Let E and F be right Banach A-modules. A morphism
u : E → F of right Banach A-modules is a continuous C-linear map such that
u(xa) = u(x)a for any x ∈ E and a ∈ A. The space LA(E,F ) of such morphisms is a
Banach space with norm ‖u‖ = supx∈E,‖x‖E=1 ‖u(x)‖F . A morphism u ∈ LA(E,F )
is said to be “A-rank one” if u = w ◦ v with v ∈ LA(E,A) and w ∈ LA(A,F ). The
space KA(E,F ) of A-compact morphisms is the closed vector span of A-rank one
morphisms in LA(E,F ). If E = F , LA(E) = LA(E,E) is a Banach algebra and
KA(E) = KA(E,E) is a closed ideal in it.
Definition 1.1.1 A Fredholm module over A is the data of a Z/2 graded right
Banach A-module E and an odd morphism T ∈ LA(E) such that T 2−IdE ∈ KA(E).
In other words E = E0 ⊕ E1, T =
(
0 v
u 0
)
and u ∈ LA(E0, E1) and v ∈
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LA(E1, E0) satisfy vu− IdE0 ∈ KA(E0) and uv − IdE1 ∈ KA(E1).
If (E, T ) is a Fredholm module over A and θ : A→ B a unital morphism then
(E ⊗A B, T ⊗ 1) is a Fredholm module over B (here E ⊗A B is the completion of
E ⊗algA B for the maximal Banach norm such that ‖x ⊗ b‖ ≤ ‖x‖E‖b‖B for x ∈ E
and b ∈ B).
Let A[0, 1] be the Banach algebra of continuous functions from [0, 1] to A with
the norm ‖f‖ = supt∈[0,1] ‖f(t)‖A and θ0, θ1 : A[0, 1]→ A the evaluations at 0 and
1. Two Fredholm modules on A are said to be homotopic if they are the images by
θ0 and θ1 of a Fredholm module over A[0, 1].
Theorem 1.1.2 There is a functorial bijection between K0(A) and the set of ho-
motopy classes of Fredholm modules over A, for any unital Banach algebra A.
Let (E0, E1, u, v) be a Fredholm module over A. Its index, i.e. the correspond-
ing element in K0(A), is constructed as follows. It is possible to find n ∈ N and
w ∈ KA(An, E1) such that (u,w) ∈ LA(E0⊕An, E1) is surjective. Its kernel is then
finitely generated projective and the index is the formal difference of Ker((u,w))
and An.
An ungraded Fredholm module over A is the data of a (ungraded) right Banach
module E overA, and T ∈ LA(E) such that T 2−IdE ∈ KA(E). There is a functorial
bijection between K1(A) and the set of homotopy classes of ungraded Fredholm
modules.
For a non-unital algebra A, K0(A) = Ker(K0(A˜)→ K0(C) = Z) and K1(A) =
K1(A˜) where A˜ = A ⊕ C1. In particular every idempotent in Mk(A) gives a class
in K0(A) but in general not all classes in K0(A) are obtained in this way. The
definition of a Fredholm module should be slightly modified for non-unital Banach
algebras, but the theorem 1.1.2 remains true.
1.2. Statement of the Baum-Connes conjecture
Let G be a second countable, locally compact group. We fix a left-invariant
Haar measure dg on G. Denote by Cc(G) the convolution algebra of complex-valued
continuous compactly supported functions on G. The convolution of f, f ′ ∈ Cc(G)
is given by f ∗ f ′(g) = ∫
G
f(h)f ′(h−1g)dh for any g ∈ G.
When G is discrete and dg is the counting measure, Cc(G) is also denoted by
CG and if eg denotes the delta function at g ∈ G (equal to 1 at g and 0 elsewhere),
(eg)g∈G is a basis of CG and the convolution product is given by egeg′ = egg′ .
The completion of Cc(G) for the norm ‖f‖L1 =
∫
G
|f(g)|dg is a Banach algebra
and is denoted by L1(G).
For any f ∈ Cc(G) let λ(f) be the operator f ′ 7→ f ∗ f ′ on L2(G). The
completion of Cc(G) by the operator norm ‖f‖red = ‖λ(f)‖LC(L2(G)) is called the
reduced C∗-algebra of G and denoted by C∗red(G). If G is discrete (eg′)g′∈G is an
orthonormal basis of L2(G) and λ(eg) : eg′ 7→ egg′ .
For any f ∈ Cc(G), ‖f‖L1 ≥ ‖f‖red and L1(G) is a dense subalgebra of
C∗red(G). We denote by i : L
1(G)→ C∗red(G) the inclusion.
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Assume now that M is a smooth compact manifold, and M˜ a Galois covering
of M with group G (if M˜ is simply connected, G = π1(M)). Let E0 and E1 be two
smooth hermitian finite-dimensional vector bundles overM and u an order 0 elliptic
pseudo-differential operator from L2(M,E0) to L
2(M,E1). Since u is elliptic there
is an order 0 pseudo-differential operator v : L2(M,E1) → L2(M,E0) such that
IdL2(M,E0) − vu and IdL2(M,E1) − uv have order ≤ −1 and therefore are compact.
Let E be the quotient of M˜ × C∗red(G) by the diagonal action of G (G acting on
C∗red(G) by left translations) : E is a flat bundle of right C∗red(G)-modules over M ,
whose fibers are isomorphic to C∗red(G). Then L
2(M,E0 ⊗ E) and L2(M,E1 ⊗ E)
are right Banach (in fact Hilbert) modules over C∗red(G) and it is possible to lift u
and v to u˜ and v˜ so that (L2(M,E0⊗E), L2(M,E1⊗E), u˜, v˜) is a Fredholm module
over C∗red(G), whose index lies in K0(C
∗
red(G)) and the index does not depend on
the choice of the liftings.
The operator u represents a “K-homology class” in K0(M), and using the
classifying map M → BG, it defines an element of K0,c(BG), the K-homology with
compact support of the classifying space BG. For any discrete group G we can
define a morphism of abelian groups K∗,c(BG) → K∗(C∗red(G)) (∗ = 0, 1). This
morphism is the Baum-Connes assembly map when G is discrete and torsion free.
When G is not discrete or has torsion, the index construction can be performed
starting from a proper action of G (instead of the free and proper action of G
on M˜ in the last paragraph), and therefore we have to introduce the space EG
that classifies the proper actions of G. Using Kasparov equivariant KK-theory, the
G-equivariant K-homology KG∗ (EG) with G-compact support (∗ = 0, 1) may be
defined, and there is an assembly map
µred : K
G
∗ (EG)→ K∗(C∗red(G)).
In the same way we can define µL1 : K
G
∗ (EG)→ K∗(L1(G)) and µred = i∗ ◦ µL1 .
Baum-Connes conjecture [3, 4] : If G is a second countable, locally compact
group then the assembly map µred : K
G
∗ (EG)→ K∗(C∗red(G)) is an isomorphism.
Bost conjectured : If G is a second countable, locally compact group (and
has reasonable geometric properties) then the assembly map µL1 : K
G
∗ (EG) →
K∗(L
1(G)) is an isomorphism.
In many cases KG∗ (EG) can be computed. For instance if G is a discrete
torsion free subgroup of a reductive Lie group H and K is a maximal compact
subgroup of H , then a possible EG is H/K and KG∗ (EG) is the K-homology with
compact support ofG\H/K. This groupmay be computed thanks to Mayer Vietoris
sequences. See part 2 for the case where G is a Lie group.
1.3. KK-theory
For any C∗-algebras A and B, Kasparov [28, 31] defined an abelian group
KK(A,B), covariant in B and contravariant in A. There is a product KK(A,B)⊗
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KK(B,C)→ KK(A,C). Moreover KK(C, A) = K0(A) and therefore the product
gives a morphism KK(A,B)→ Hom(K0(A),K0(B)). The definition of KK(A,B)
is like definition 1.3.1 below, but with Hilbert modules instead of Banach modules.
For any Banach algebras A and B, we define [37, 49] an abelian group
KKban(A,B), covariant in B and contravariant in A. There is no product, but
a morphism KKban(A,B) → Hom(K0(A),K0(B)). Assume that B is unital (oth-
erwise the definition has to be slightly modified).
Definition 1.3.1 Eban(A,B) is the set of isomorphism classes of data (E, π, T ),
where E is a Z/2Z-graded right Banach module, π : A → LB(E) is a morphism
of Banach algebras and takes values in even operators, and T ∈ LB(E) is odd and
satisfies a(T 2 − IdE) ∈ KB(E) and aT − Ta ∈ KB(E) for any a ∈ A.
Then KKban(A,B) is the set of homotopy classes in Eban(A,B), where the
homotopy relation is defined using Eban(A,B[0, 1]).
Remark : Eban(C, B) is the set of isomorphism classes of Fredholm modules over
B and KKban(C, B) = K0(B).
If p is an idempotent in A, and (E, π, T ) ∈ Eban(A,B), the image of [p] ∈
K0(A) by the image of [(E, π, T )] ∈ KKban(A,B) in Hom(K0(A),K0(B)) is defined
to be the index of the Fredholm module over B equal to (Imπ(p), π(p)Tπ(p)). When
p is an idempotent in Mk(A), we use the image of p by Mk(A)→ LB(Ek). This is
enough to define the morphism KKban(A,B) → Hom(K0(A),K0(B)), when A is
unital.
The same definition with ungraded modules givesKKban1 (A,B), and, with the
notationKK = KK0, we have a morphismKK
ban
i (A,B)→ Hom(Kj(A),Ki+j(B)),
where all the indices are modulo 2.
1.4. Status of injectivity and the element γ
The injectivity of the Baum-Connes map µred (and therefore of µL1) is known
for the following very large classes of groups :
a) groups acting continuously properly isometrically on a complete simply con-
nected riemannian manifold with controlled non-positive sectional curvature, and
in particular closed subgroups of reductive Lie groups ([29, 31]),
b) groups acting continuously properly isometrically on an affine building and in
particular closed subgroups of reductive p-adic groups ([32]),
c) groups acting continuously properly isometrically on a discrete metric space with
good properies at infinity (weakly geodesic, uniformly locally finite, and “bolic”
[33, 34]), and in particular hyperbolic groups (i.e. word-hyperbolic in the sense of
Gromov),
d) groups acting continuously amenably on a compact space ([22]).
In the cases a),b),c) above, the proof of injectivity provides an explicit idem-
potent endomorphism on K∗(C
∗
red(G)) whose image is the image of µred (and the
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same for µL1). In case d), J.-L. Tu has also constructed such an endomorphism,
but in a less explicit way.
To state this we need to understand a baby case of Kasparov’s equivariant
KK-groups. Let G be a second countable, locally compact group. We denote by
EG(C,C) the set of isomorphism classes of triples (H,π, T ) whereH is a Z/2-graded
Hilbert space, π a unitary representation of G on H (such that for any x ∈ H ,
g 7→ gx is continuous from G to H) and T an odd operator on H such T 2 − IdH
is compact and π(g)Tπ(g−1) − T is compact and depends norm continuously on
g ∈ G. Then KKG(C,C) is the quotient of EG(C,C) by homotopy. Kasparov
proved that KKG(C,C) has a ring structure (using direct sum for the addition and
tensor products together with a quite difficult construction for the multiplication).
If π is a unitary representation of G on a Hilbert space H0 and H1 = 0 then
(H,π, 0) ∈ EG(C,C) if and only if H0 has finite dimension. If moreoverH0 = C and
π is the trivial representation of G, the class of (H,π, 0) is the unit of KKG(C,C)
and is denoted by 1. If G is compact the classes of (H,π, 0) with H1 = 0 (and
dimH0 < +∞) generate KKG(C,C) and KKG(C,C) is equal to the representation
ring of G.
The important fact is that there is a “descent morphism”
jred : KKG(C,C)→ End(K∗(C∗red(G))).
In fact it is a ring homomorphism and jred(1) = IdK∗(C∗red(G)). It is defined as the
composite of two mapsKKG(C,C)→ KK(C∗red(G), C∗red(G))→ End(K∗(C∗red(G))).
The construction of jred is due to Kasparov. The construction of jL1 to be explained
below is an adaptation of it.
The following extremely important theorem also contains earlier works of
Mishchenko and Solovjev.
Theorem 1.4.1 (Kasparov, Kasparov-Skandalis [31, 32, 33, 34]) If G belongs to
one of the classes a),b),c) above, the geometric conditions in a),b) or c) allow to
construct an idempotent element γ ∈ KKG(C,C) such that µred is injective and its
image is equal to the image of the idempotent jred(γ) ∈ End(K∗(C∗red(G))).
1.5. Homotopies between γ and 1
We assume that G belongs to one of the classes a),b),c). Then the injectivity
of µred is known and the surjectivity is equivalent to the equality jred(γ) = Id ∈
End(K∗(C
∗
red(G))).
Theorem 1.5.1 We have γ = 1 in KKG(C,C) if
1. G is a free group (Cuntz, [14]) or a closed subgroup of SO(n, 1) (Kasparov,
[30]) or of SU(n, 1) (Julg-Kasparov, [25]) or of SL2(F) with F a local non-
archimedian field (Julg-Valette, [24]),
2. G acts isometrically and properly on a Hilbert space (Higson-Kasparov [20,
27]).
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In fact the second case contains the first one.
IfG has property (T) and is not compact, γ 6= 1 inKKG(C,C) : it is impossible
to deform 1 to γ in EG(C,C) because the trivial representation is isolated among
unitary representations of G if G has property (T) and γ can be represented by
(H,π, T ) such that H has no invariant vector (and even H is tempered). All simple
real or p-adic groups of rank ≥ 2, and Sp(n, 1) and F4(−20), and all their lattices,
have property (T) (see [19]).
It is then natural to broaden the class of representations in order to break
the isolation of the trivial one. In [26] Julg proposed to use uniformly bounded
representations on Hilbert spaces (to solve the case of Sp(n, 1)).
For any non compact group G the trivial representation is not isolated among
isometric representations in Banach spaces (think of the left regular representation
on Lp(G), p going to infinity).
Definition 1.5.2 Let EbanG (C,C) be the set of isomorphism classes of triples
(E, π, T ) with E a Z/2-graded Banach space endowed with an isometric representa-
tion of G (such that g 7→ gx is continuous from G to E for any x ∈ E), T ∈ LC(E)
an odd operator such that T 2− IdE belongs to KC(E) and π(g)Tπ(g−1)−T belongs
to KC(E) and depends norm continuously on g ∈ G.
Then KKbanG (C,C) is defined as the quotient of E
ban
G (C,C) by homotopy.
Since any unitary representation of G on a Hilbert space H is an isometric
representation on the Banach space H , there is a natural morphism of abelian
groups KKG(C,C)→ KKbanG (C,C).
To state our main theorem, we need to look at slightly smaller classes than a)
and c) above. We call these new classes a’) and c’). They are morally the same,
and in particular they respectively contain all closed subgroups of reductive Lie
groups, and all hyperbolic groups (for general hyperbolic groups see [42], and [37]
for a slightly different approach).
Theorem 1.5.3 [37, 49] For any group G in the classes a’), b), or c’), we have
γ = 1 in KKbanG (C,C).
In fact the statement is slightly incorrect, we should allow representations
with a slow growth, but this adds no real difficulty. The proof of this theorem is
quite technical. Let me just indicate some ingredients involved. If G is in class a’)
then G acts continuously isometrically properly on a complete simply connected
riemmannian manifold X with controlled non-positive sectional curvature, and X
is contractible (through geodesics) and the de Rham cohomology of X (without
support) is C in degree 0 and 0 in other degrees. It is possible to put norms on the
spaces of differential forms (on which G acts) and to build a parametrix for the de
Rham operator (in the spirit of the Poincare´ lemma) in order to obtain a resolution
of the trivial representation, and in our language an element of EbanG (C,C) equal to
1 in KKbanG (C,C). The norms we use are essentially Sobolev L
∞ norms. Then it
is possible to conjugate the operators by an exponential of the distance to a fixed
point in X and then to deform these norms to Hilbert norms (through Lp norms,
p ∈ [2,+∞]) and to reach γ.
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If G belongs to class b) the de Rham complex is replaced by the simplicial
homology complex (with L1 norms) on the building. If G belongs to class c’) a Rips
complex plays the same role as the building in b).
It is not possible to apply directly this theorem to the Baum-Connes conjecture
because there is no obvious descent map KKbanG (C,C) → End(K∗(C∗red(G))), and
in the next subsection we shall see the difficulties encountered and the way one
bypasses them in a few cases.
On the other hand, we may apply this theorem to Bost conjecture, because
there is descent map jL1 : KK
ban
G (C,C)→ KKban(L1(G), L1(G)).
We explain it when G is discrete. Let (E, π, T ) ∈ EbanG (C,C). We de-
note by L1(G,E) the completion of E ⊗ CG for the norm ‖∑g∈G x(g) ⊗ eg‖ =∑
g∈G ‖x(g)‖E . Then L1(G,E) is a right Banach L1(G)-module by the formula
(x ⊗ eg)eg′ = x ⊗ egg′ and there is a Banach algebra morphism πˆ : L1(G) →
LL1(G)(L1(G,E)) by the formula πˆ(eg′)(x⊗eg) = π(g′)(x)⊗eg′g. Then (L1(G,E), πˆ,
T ⊗ 1) ∈ Eban(L1(G), L1(G)) gives the desired class in KKban(L1(G), L1(G)).
This and section 1.3 imply the Bost conjecture in many cases.
Theorem 1.5.4 For any group G in the classes a’), b) or c’), µL1 : K
G
∗ (EG) →
K∗(L
1(G)) is an isomorphism.
1.6. Unconditional completions
Let G be a second countable, locally compact group. Let A(G) be a Banach
algebra containing Cc(G) as a dense subalgebra. We write A(G) instead of A for
notational convenience. We ask for a necessary and sufficient condition such that
there is a “natural” descent map jA : KK
ban
G (C,C)→ KKban(A(G),A(G)).
In order to simplify the argument below, we will assume G to be discrete.
Let E be a Banach space with an isometric representation of G. Then E⊗CG
has a right CG-module structure given by (x ⊗ eg)eg′ = x ⊗ egg′ and there is
a morphism πˆ : CG → EndCG(E ⊗ CG) given by the formula πˆ(eg′)(x ⊗ eg) =
π(g′)(x) ⊗ eg′g. We look for a completion A(G,E) of E ⊗ CG by a Banach norm
such that A(G,E) is a right Banach A(G)-module and πˆ extends to a morphism of
Banach algebras πˆ : A(G)→ LA(G)(A(G,E)).
In order to have enough A(G)-rank one operators, it is quite natural to assume
that the norm on A(G,E) satisfies : for any x ∈ E and ξ ∈ LC(E,C), if we denote
by Rx : CG → E ⊗ CG the map eg 7→ x ⊗ eg and by Sξ : E ⊗ CG → CG the
map y ⊗ eg 7→ ξ(y)eg, we have ‖Rx(f)‖A(G,E) ≤ ‖x‖E‖f‖A(G) for any f ∈ CG
and ‖Sξ(ω)‖A(G) ≤ ‖ξ‖LC(E,C)‖ω‖A(G,E) for any ω ∈ E ⊗ CG. Now fix x ∈ E
and ξ ∈ LC(E,C) and denote by 1 the unit in G. For any f =
∑
g∈G f(g)eg ∈
CG, Sξ(πˆ(f)(Rx(e1))) is
∑
g∈G ξ(π(g)(x))f(g)eg in CG. For any function c on G,
we define the Schur multiplication by c to be the pointwise product CG → CG,∑
g∈G f(g)eg 7→
∑
g∈G c(g)f(g)eg.
In this way we obtain the following necessary condition : for any x ∈ E and
ξ ∈ LC(E,C) the Schur multiplication by the matrix coefficient g 7→ ξ(π(g)(x)) is
bounded fromA(G) to itself and its norm (in LC(A(G))) is less than ‖x‖E‖ξ‖LC(E,C).
But for any L∞-function c on G we can find an isometric representation π of G on
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a Banach space E and x ∈ E and ξ ∈ LC(E,C) such that ‖x‖E‖ξ‖LC(E,C) = ‖c‖L∞
and c(g) = ξ(π(g)x) for any g ∈ G (take E = L1(G), x = δ1, ξ = c). Therefore
a necessary condition is that A(G) is an unconditional completion in the following
sense.
Definition 1.6.1 A Banach algebra A(G) (with a given norm ‖.‖A(G)) contain-
ing Cc(G) as a dense subalgebra is called an unconditional completion if the norm
‖f‖A(G) of f ∈ Cc(G) only depends on g 7→ |f(g)|, G→ R+.
Remark that L1(G) is an unconditional completion of Cc(G) but C
∗
red(G) is
not.
In fact this condition is also sufficient to construct the descent map. For the
sake of simplicity, we still assume that G is discrete. If A(G) is an unconditional
completion of CG, and (E, π, T ) is in EbanG (C,C), we define A(G,E) as the com-
pletion of E ⊗CG for the norm ‖∑g∈G x(g)⊗ eg‖ = ‖∑g∈G ‖x(g)‖E eg‖A(G) and
A(G,E) is a right Banach module over A(G) and there is a morphism πˆ : A(G)→
LA(G)(A(G,E)), and (A(G,E), πˆ, T ⊗ 1) ∈ Eban(A(G),A(G)).
In this way, for any unconditional completion A(G) of CG, we have a descent
map jbanA : KK
ban
G (C,C) → KKban(A(G),A(G)) → End(K∗(A(G))). We can
also define an assembly map µA : K
G
∗ (EG) → K∗(A(G)). If A(G) is an involutive
subalgebra of C∗red(G), and i : A(G)→ C∗red(G) denotes the inclusion, µred = i∗◦µA.
Theorem 1.6.2 ([37]) For any group G in the classes a’), b) or c’), and for any
unconditional completion A(G) of Cc(G), µA : KG∗ (EG) → K∗(A(G)) is an iso-
morphism.
Let A,B be Banach algebras and i : A→ B an injective morphism of Banach
algebras. We say that A is stable under holomorphic functional calculus in B if any
element of A has the same spectrum in A and in B. If A is dense and stable under
holomorphic functional calculus in B then i∗ : K∗(A) → K∗(B) is an isomorphism
(see the appendix of [6]).
Corollary 1.6.3 For any group G in the classes a’), b) or c’), if Cc(G) admits an
unconditional completion A(G) which is an involutive subalgebra of C∗red(G) and is
stable under holomorphic functional calculus in C∗red(G), then µred : K
G
∗ (EG) →
K∗(C
∗
red(G)) is an isomorphism.
This condition is fulfilled for
a) hyperbolic groups,
b) cocompact lattices in a product of a finite number of groups among Lie or p-adic
groups of rank one, SL3(F) with F a local field (even H) and E6(−26),
c) reductive Lie groups and reductive groups over non-archimedian local fields.
In case c), A(G) is a variant of the Schwartz algebra of the group ([37]). In this
case the Baum-Connes conjecture was already known for linear connected reductive
groups (Wassermann [55]) and for the p-adic GLn (Baum, Higson, Plymen [5]). In
case a),b) this result is based on a property first introduced by Haagerup for the
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free group and called (RD) (for rapid decay) by Jolissaint ([23]). In case a),b) G
has property (RD) : this is due to Haagerup for free groups ([16]), Jolissant for
“geometric hyperbolic groups”, de la Harpe for general hyperbolic groups ([18]),
Ramagge, Robertson and Steger for SL3 of a non-archimedian local field ([47]), the
author for SL3(R) and SL3(C) ([39]), Chatterji for SL3(H) and E6(−26) ([10]), and
the remark that it holds for products is due to Ramagge, Robertson and Steger
([47]) in a particular case, and independantly to Chatterji ([10]) and Talbi ([50])
in general. A discrete group G has property (RD) if there is a lenght function
ℓ : G → R+ (i.e. a function satisfying ℓ(g−1) = ℓ(g) and ℓ(gh) ≤ ℓ(g) + ℓ(h) for
any g, h ∈ G) such that for s ∈ R+ big enough, the completion Hs(G) of CG for
the norm ‖∑ f(g)eg‖Hs(G) = ‖∑(1 + ℓ(g))sf(g)eg‖L2(G) is contained in C∗red(G).
Then, for s big enough, Hs(G) is a Banach algebra and an involutive subalgebra of
C∗red(G) and is dense and stable under holomorphic functional calculus ([23, 39]); it
is obvious that Hs(G) is an unconditional completion of CG.
As a consequence of this result the Baum-Connes conjecture has been proven
for all almost connected groups by Chabert, Echterhoff and Nest ([9]).
1.7. Trying to push the method further
In order to prove new cases of the surjectivity of the Baum-Connes map (when
the injectivity is proven and the γ element exists) we should look for a dense
subalgebra A(G) of C∗red(G) that is stable under holomorphic functional calcu-
lus and a homotopy between γ and 1 through (perhaps special kind of) elements of
EbanG (C,C) which all give a mapK∗(A(G)) → K∗(C∗red(G)) by the descent construc-
tion. Thanks to the discussion in subsection 1. a necessary condition for this is that
for any (E, π, T ) in the homotopy between γ and 1, for any x ∈ E and ξ ∈ LC(E,C),
the Schur multiplication by the matrix coefficient g 7→ ξ(π(g)(x)) is bounded from
A(G) to C∗red(G) and has norm ≤ ‖x‖E‖ξ‖LC(E,C). So we should first look for a
homotopy between γ and 1 such that the fewest possible matrix coefficients appear.
For groups acting properly on buildings, this homotopy can be shown to exist. The
problem for general discrete groups properly acting on buildings is to find a sub-
algebra A(G) of C∗red(G) that is stable under holomorphic functional calculus and
satisfies the condition with respect to these matrix coefficients. The first step (the
crucial one I think) should be to find a subalgebra A(G) of C∗red(G) that is stable
under holomorphic functional calculus and satisfies the following condition : there
is a integer n, a distance d on the building and a point x0 on the building such that
the Schur product by the characteristic function of {g ∈ G, d(x0, gx0) ≤ r} from
A(G) to C∗red(G) has norm less than (1 + r)n, for any r ∈ R+.
1.8. The Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients
Let G be a second countable, locally compact group and A a G-Banach algebra
(i.e. a Banach algebra on which G acts continuously by isometric automorphisms
g : a 7→ g(a)). The space Cc(G,A) of A-valued continuous compactly supported
functions on G is endowed with the following convolution product : f ∗ f ′(g) =∫
G
f(h)h(f ′(h−1g))dh and the completion L1(G,A) of Cc(G,A) for the norm ‖f‖ =
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∫
G
‖f(g)‖Adg is a Banach algebra. More generally for any unconditional completion
A(G), we define A(G,A) to be the completion of Cc(G,A) for the norm ‖f‖A(G,A) =∥∥g 7→ ‖f(g)‖A∥∥A(G).
For any G-Banach algebras A and B, we define in [37] an abelian group
KKbanG (A,B). This is a contravariant functor in A and a covariant functor in B.
When G = 1 this is equal to KKban(A,B). For any unconditional completion A(G)
of Cc(G), there is descent morphism KK
ban
G (A,B)→ KKban(A(G,A),A(G,B)).
These constructions are adaptations of the classical constructions for C∗-
algebras : for any G-C∗-algebra A (i.e. G acts continuously by C∗-algebras au-
tomorphisms on A) we have a natural C∗-algebra C∗red(G,A) containing L
1(G,A)
as a dense subalgebra. If B is another G-C∗-algebra, Kasparov defined an abelian
group KKG(A,B). This is a contravariant functor in A and a covariant functor in
B. When G = 1 this is equal to KK(A,B). There is an associative and distribu-
tive product KKG(A,B) ⊗ KKG(B,C) → KKG(A,C) and a descent morphism
KKG(A,B)→ KK(C∗red(G,A), C∗red(G,B)).
Let KG∗ (EG,A), ∗ = 0, 1, be the inductive limit over G-invariant G-compact
subsets Z of EG of KKG,∗(C0(Z), A). Then the assembly map
µred,A : K
G
∗ (EG,A)→ K∗(C∗red(G,A))
is defined in [4] and similar maps µL1,A, and more generally µA,A for any uncondi-
tional completion A(G), can be defined.
The Baum-Connes conjecture “with coefficients” claims that µred,A is an iso-
morphism and the Bost conjecture “with coefficients” claims that µL1,A is an iso-
morphism. Theorems 1.4.1, 1.5.4, 1.6.2 are still true with arbitrary coefficients.
The surjectivity of the Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients has been
counter-exampled recently (Higson, Lafforgue, Ozawa, Skandalis, Yu) using a ran-
dom group constructed by Gromov ([15]) but Bost conjecture with coefficients still
stands. If the Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients is true for a group, it is
true also for all its closed subgroups; the Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients
is also stable under various kinds of extensions (Chabert [7], Chabert-Echterhoff [8],
Oyono [44], and Tu [51]).
Kasparov’s equivariant KK-theory was generalized to groupoids by Le Gall
[31, 40, 41] and this generalized KK-theory was applied by Tu in [52, 53] to the
bijectivity of the Baum-Connes map for amenable groupoids and the injectivity for
(the holonomy groupoids of) hyperbolic foliations. It is possible to generalize also
Banach KK-theory and unconditional completions. In this way we obtain the Baum-
Connes conjecture for any hyperbolic group, with coefficients in any commutative
C∗-algebra, and also for foliations with compact basis, admitting a (strictly) nega-
tively curved longitudinal riemannian metric, and such that the holonomy groupoid
is Hausdorff and has simply connected fibers (not yet published).
2. Discrete series representations of connected
semi-simple Lie groups
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In this part we examine how the Baum-Connes conjecture for a connected
semi-simple Lie group with finite center can be used to establish the construction of
the discrete series by Dirac induction ([17, 45, 1]). That this is morally true is known
from the beginning of the conjecture (see for instance [12]). In the proof we shall
introduce 3 ingredients : these are classical facts stated here without proof. Parts
of the argument apply to more general groups (not connected, not semi-simple).
This work owes its existence to Paul Baum. He asked me to study the problem
and we discussed a lot.
2.1. Dirac operators
Let G be a Lie group, with a finite number of connected components, and K a
maximal compact subgroup. We assume that there exists a G-invariant orientation
on G/K. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that G/K admits a G-invariant spin
structure (it is true anyway for a two fold covering of G). More precisely let p be a
complementary subspace for the Lie algebra k of K in the Lie algebra g of G. We
choose p such that it is invariant for the adjoint action of K and we endow it with a
K-invariant euclidian metric. The above assumption means that the homomorphism
K → SO(p) lifts to Spin(p). We denote by S the associated spin representation of
K. If dim(G/K) is even, S is Z/2Z-graded. We write i = dim(G/K) [2].
We denote by R(K) the (complex) representation ring of K and for any finite
dimensional representation V of K we denote by [V ] its class in R(K).
Let V be a finite dimensional representation of K. Let EV be the right Banach
(in fact Hilbert) module over C∗red(G) (Z/2Z-graded if i = 0 [2]) whose elements are
the K-invariant elements in V ∗ ⊗ S∗ ⊗ C∗red(G), where K acts by left translations
on C∗red(G). Let DV be the unbounded C
∗
red(G)-linear operator on EV equal to∑
1 ⊗ c(pi) ⊗ pi, where the sum is over i, (pi) is an orthonormal basis of p, pi
denotes also the associated right invariant vector field on G, and c(pi) is the Clifford
multiplication by pi. Let TV =
DV√
1+D2
V
. Then we define [dV ] ∈ Ki(C∗red(G)) to be
the class of the Fredholm module (EV , TV ) over C
∗
red(G).
In other words, EV is the completion of the space of smooth compactly sup-
ported sections of the bundle on K\G associated to the representation V ∗ ⊗ S∗ of
K, for the norm ‖w‖ = supf∈L2(G),‖f‖
L2(G)=1
‖w∗f‖L2((V ∗⊗S∗)×KG), and DV is the
Dirac operator, twisted by V ∗.
Connes-Kasparov conjecture. The group morphism µred : R(K)→ Ki(C∗red(G))
defined by [V ] 7→ [dV ] is an isomomorphism, and Ki+1(C∗red(G)) = 0.
This is a special case of the Baum-Connes conjecture because we may take
EG = G/K and thus KGi (EG) = R(K) and K
G
i+1(EG) = 0. It was checked for G
connected reductive linear in [55] and the Baum-Connes conjecture was proved for
any reductive group in [37] (see c) of the corollary 1.6.3 above).
The following lemma has been suggested to me by Francois Pierrot. Assume
that i is even. Let moreover H be a unitary tempered admissible representation
of G. This implies that we have a C∗-homomorphism C∗red(G) → K(H). For any
element x ∈ K0(C∗red(G)) we denote by 〈H,x〉 ∈ Z the image of x byK0(C∗red(G))→
K0(K(H)) = Z. If x is the class of an idempotent p ∈ C∗red(G), the image of p in
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K(H) is a finite rank projector, whose rank is 〈H,x〉.
Lemma 2.1.1 We have 〈H, [dV ]〉 = dim(V ∗ ⊗ S∗ ⊗H)K .
2.2. Dual-Dirac operators
From now on we assume thatG is a connected semi-simple Lie group with finite
center and we still assume that G/K has a G-invariant spin structure. Kasparov
has constructed an element η ∈ Hom(Ki(C∗red(G)), R(K)) (coming from an element
of KKi(C
∗
red(G), C
∗
red(K)), itself coming from an element of KKG,i(C, C0(G/K))).
Kasparov has shown that η ◦ µred = IdR(K) [29, 31].
Here is the detail of the construction. The G-invariant riemannian structure
on G/K given by the chosenK-invariant euclidian metric on p has non-positive cur-
vature. Let ρ be the distance to the origin and ξ = d(
√
1 + ρ2). Let V be a finite
dimensional complex representation ofK, endowed with an invariant hermitian met-
ric. Let HV be the space of L
2 sections of the hermitian G-equivariant fibre bundle
on G/K associated to the representation of K on S⊗V and let cξ,V be the Clifford
multiplication by ξ. In other words HV is the subspace of K-invariant vectors in
L2(G)⊗S⊗V , where K acts by right translations L2(G), and cξ,V is the restriction
to this subspace of the tensor product of the Clifford multiplication by ξ on L2(G)⊗S
with IdV . Left translation by G on G/K or on L
2(G) gives rise to a (C∗-)morphism
πV : C
∗
red(G) → LC(HV ) and (HV , πV , cξ,V ) defines ηV ∈ KKbani (C∗red(G),C) (in
fact in KKi(C
∗
red(G),C)). We denote by [ηV ] ∈ Hom(Ki(C∗red(G)),Z) the associ-
ated map, and η =
∑
V [ηV ][V ] ∈ Hom(Ki(C∗red(G)), R(K)), where the sum is over
the irreducible representations of K.
Since the Connes-Kasparov conjecture is true, µred : R(K) → Ki(C∗red(G))
and η : Ki(C
∗
red(G))→ R(K) are inverse of each other and Ki+1(C∗red(G)) = 0.
Let H be a discrete series representation of G, i.e. an irreducible unitary
representation with a positive mass in the Plancherel measure. We recall that this
is equivalent to the fact that some (whence all) matrix coefficient cx(g) = 〈x, π(g)x〉,
x ∈ H , ‖x‖ = 1, is square-integrable. Then ‖cx‖2L2(G) is independant of x, and its
inverse is the formal degree dH of H , which is also the mass of H in the Plancherel
measure. We introduce a first ingredient.
Ingredient 1. All discrete series representations of G are isolated in the
tempered dual.
In other words, all matrix coefficients belong to C∗red(G). In fact a standard
asymptotic expansion argument shows that for any K-finite vector x ∈ H , cx be-
longs to the Schwartz algebra ([17], II, corollary 1 page 77).
Therefore there exists an idempotent p ∈ C∗red(G) such that the image in
L2(G) of the image of p by the left regular representation is H∗ as a representation
of G on the right. In fact we can take p = dHcx for any x ∈ H , ‖x‖ = 1, where
cx(g) = cx(g). The class of p in K0(C
∗
red(G)) only depends on H and we denote it
by [H ]. It is easy to see that i : ⊕HZ → K0(C∗red(G)), (nH)H 7→
∑
H nH [H ], where
the sums are over the discrete series representations of G, is an injection. Indeed,
if H and H ′ are discrete series representations of G, 〈H ′, [H ]〉 = 1 if H = H ′ and 0
otherwise.
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As a corollary we see that if i = 1 [2], G has no discrete series representations.
From now on we assume i = 0 [2].
The first part of the following lemma was suggested to me by Georges Skan-
dalis. Let H be a discrete series representation of G. We write η([H ]) =
∑
V nV [V ]
in R(K) where the sum is finite and over the irreducible representations of K (in
the notation above, nV = [ηV ]([H ])).
Lemma 2.2.1 If V is an irreducible representation of K, nV = dim(H
∗⊗S⊗V )K
and therefore nV = 〈H, [dV ]〉.
We have 1 = 〈H, [H ]〉 = 〈H,µred ◦ η([H ])〉 =
∑
V nV 〈H, [dV ]〉 =
∑
V n
2
V .
Therefore one of the nV is ±1 and the others are 0.
Alternatively we can consider the morphisms
⊕V Z[V ] = R(K) µred→ K0(C∗red(G)) pi→
∏
H
Z where π(x) = (〈H,x〉)H
and ⊕H Z i→ K0(C∗red(G))
η→ R(K) = ⊕V Z[V ]
where the sums are over the irreducible representations V of K and the discrete
series representations H of G. Their product π ◦ µred ◦ η ◦ i = π ◦ i is equal to the
inclusion of ⊕HZ in
∏
H Z and their matrices in the base ([V ])V and the canonical
base of ⊕HZ are transpose of each other. Therefore each column of the matrix of
η ◦ i contains exactly one non-zero coefficient, which is equal to ±1. A posteriori, π
takes its values in ⊕HZ.
Corollary 2.2.2 The discrete series representations of G are in bijection with a
subset of the set of isomorphism classes of irreducible representations of K. The
irreducible representation V of K associated to a discrete series representation H
is such that V = ±(H ⊗ S∗) as a formal combination of irreducible representations
of K, and H occurs in the kernel of the twisted Dirac operator DV .
Corollary 2.2.3 If rankG 6= rankK, G has no discrete series.
In this case S∗ is 0 in R(K) (Barbasch and Moscovici [2] (1.2.5) page 156) :
this was indicated to me by Henri Moscovici.
2.3. A trace formula
From now on we assume that rankG = rankK. Let T a maximal torus in K
(therefore also in G). Choose a Weyl chamber for the root system of g and choose
the Weyl chamber of the root system of k containing it. Let V be an irreducible
representation of K, µ its highest wheight, and λ = µ + ρK where ρK is the half
sum of the positive roots of k.
We recall that the unbounded trace Tr : C∗red(G) → R, f 7→ f(1) gives rise to
a group morphism K0(C
∗
red(G)) → R. When H is a discrete series representation
of G, Tr([H ]) is the value at 1 of p = dHcx for some x ∈ H , ‖x‖ = 1, and therefore
it is the formal degree dH of H and is > 0.
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Ingredient 2. Tr([dV ]) =
∏
α∈Ψ
(λ,α)
(ρ,α) , where Ψ is the set of simple roots of
the chosen positive root system in g, and ρ is the half sum of the positive roots of
this system.
In this formula is used a right normalization of the Haar measure (if G is linear
it is the one for which the maximal compact subgroup of the complexification of
G has measure 1). This formula is proven in [11] by a heat equation method, and
in [1] by Atiyah’s L2-index theorem.
Corollary 2.3.1 If λ is singular for g, [V ] does not correspond to a discrete series
representation of G.
Ingredient 3. For any x ∈ K0(C∗red(G)) such that Tr(x) 6= 0, there is a
discrete series representation H such that 〈H,x〉 6= 0.
By the Plancherel formula, if Gˆ is the tempered spectrum of G, Tr(x) =∫
Gˆ
〈H,x〉 dH . We have to prove that, for almost all H outside the discrete series,
〈H,x〉 = 0. There are several possible arguments :
• almost all H outside the discrete series are induced from a parabolic subgroup
and belong to a family of representations indexed by some Rp, but 〈H ′, x〉 is
constant when H ′ varies in this family and goes to 0 when H ′ goes to infinity,
• write x = [dV ] for some V , then the H outside the discrete series with 〈H,x〉 6=
0 have measure 0 by [1] p15 (3.19), p50 (9.8) and p51 (9.12) or by [11] p318-
320.
Corollary 2.3.2 If λ is not singular for g, [V ] does correspond to a discrete series
representation, whose formal degree is
∣∣∣∏α∈Ψ (λ,α)(ρ,α) ∣∣∣.
We have recovered some results proved in [17], [45] and [1].
References
[1] M. Atiyah and W. Schmid, A geometric construction of the discrete series for
semisimple Lie groups, Invent. Math. 42 (1977), 1–62.
[2] D. Barbasch and H. Moscovici, L2-index and the Selberg trace formula, J. Funct.
Anal. 53 (1983), no. 2, 151–201.
[3] P. Baum and A. Connes, Geometric K-theory for Lie groups and foliations,
Preprint (1982), Enseign. Math. (2) 46 (2000), no. 1-2, 3–42.
[4] P. Baum and A. Connes and N. Higson, Classifying space for proper actions
and K-theory of group C∗-algebras, C∗-algebras: 1943–1993 (San Antonio, TX,
1993), Contemp. Math., 167, Amer. Math. Soc. (1994), 240–291.
[5] P. Baum, N. Higson and R. Plymen, A proof of the Baum-Connes conjecture
for p-adic GL(n), C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Se´r. I, 325, (1997), 171–176.
[6] J.-B. Bost, Principe d’Oka, K-the´orie et syste`mes dynamiques non commutat-
ifs, Invent. Math., 101 (1990), 261–333.
[7] J. Chabert, Baum-Connes conjecture for some semi-direct products, J. Reine
Angew. Math., 521, (2000) 161–184.
810 V. Lafforgue
[8] J. Chabert and S. Echterhoff, Permanence properties of the Baum-Connes con-
jecture, Doc. Math. 6 (2001), 127–183.
[9] J. Chabert, S. Echterhoff and R. Nest, The Connes-Kasparov conjecture for
almost connected groups, Preprint, University of Mu¨nster (2001).
[10] I. Chatterji, Property (RD) for cocompact lattices in a finite product of rank one
Lie groups with some rank two Lie groups, to appear in Geometriae Dedicata.
[11] A. Connes and H. Moscovici, The L2-index theorem for homogeneous spaces of
Lie groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 115 (1982), no. 2, 291–330.
[12] A. Connes and H. Moscovici, L2-index theory on homogeneous spaces and
discrete series representations, Operator algebras and applications, Part I
(Kingston, Ont., 1980), pp. 419–433, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., 38, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1982.
[13] A. Connes, Non commutative geometry, Academic Press, (1994).
[14] J. Cuntz, K-theoretic amenability for discrete groups, J. Reine Angew. Math.
344 (1983), 180–195.
[15] M. Gromov, Spaces and questions, Geom. Funct. Anal. 2000, Special Volume,
Part I, 118–161.
[16] U. Haagerup, An example of a nonnuclear C∗-algebra which has the metric
approximation property, Inv. Math., 50, (1979), 279–293.
[17] Harish-Chandra, Discrete series for semisimple Lie groups, I and II, Acta
Math. 113 (1965) 241–318 and 116 (1966), 1–111.
[18] P. de la Harpe, Groupes hyperboliques, alge`bres d’ope´rateurs et un the´ore`me de
Jolissaint, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Se´r. I, 307 (1988), 771–774.
[19] P. de la Harpe and A. Valette, La proprie´te´ (T) de Kazdhan pour les groupes
localement compacts, Aste´risque 175, (1989).
[20] N. Higson and G. Kasparov, E-theory and KK-theory for groups which act
properly and isometrically on Hilbert space., Invent. Math. 144, 1, (2001), 23–
74.
[21] N. Higson, The Baum-Connes conjecture, Proc. of the Int. Cong. of Math., Vol.
II (Berlin, 1998), Doc. Math., (1998), 637–646.
[22] N. Higson, Bivariant K-theory and the Novikov conjecture, Geom. Funct. Anal.
10 (2000), no. 3, 563–581.
[23] P. Jolissaint, Rapidly decreasing functions in reduced C∗-algebra of groups,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc, 317, (1990), 167–196.
[24] P. Julg and A. Valette, K-theoretic amenability for SL2(Qp), and the action
on the associated tree, J. Funct. Anal., 58, (1984), 194–215.
[25] P. Julg and G. Kasparov, Operator K-theory for the group SU(n, 1), J. Reine
Angew. Math., 463, (1995), 99–152.
[26] P. Julg, Remarks on the Baum-Connes conjecture and Kazhdan’s property T ,
Operator algebras and their applications, Waterloo (1994/1995), Fields Inst.
Commun., Amer. Math. Soc. 13, (1997), 145–153.
[27] P. Julg, Travaux de N. Higson et G. Kasparov sur la conjecture de Baum-
Connes, Se´minaire Bourbaki. Vol. 1997/98, Aste´risque, 252, (1998), No. 841,
4, 151–183.
[28] G. G. Kasparov, The operator K-functor and extensions of C∗-algebras, Math.
Banach KK-theory and the Baum-Connes Conjecture 811
USSR Izv. 16 (1980), 513–572.
[29] G. G. Kasparov, K-theory, group C∗-algebras, and higher signatures (conspec-
tus), Novikov conjectures, index theorems and rigidity, Vol. 1 (Oberwolfach,
1993), 101–146, London Math. Soc. LNS 226, (1981).
[30] G. G. Kasparov Lorentz groups: K-theory of unitary representations and
crossed products, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 275, (1984), 541–545.
[31] G. G. Kasparov, Equivariant KK-theory and the Novikov conjecture, Invent.
Math. 91 (1988), 147–201.
[32] G. G. Kasparov and G. Skandalis, Groups acting on buildings, operator K-
theory, and Novikov’s conjecture, K-Theory, 4, (1991), 303–337.
[33] G. Kasparov and G. Skandalis, Groupes boliques et conjecture de Novikov,
Comptes Rendus Acad. Sc., 319 (1994), 815-820.
[34] G. Kasparov and G. Skandalis, Groups acting properly on bolic spaces and the
Novikov conjecture, to appear in Annals of Math.
[35] V. Lafforgue, Une de´monstration de la conjecture de Baum-Connes pour
les groupes re´ductifs sur un corps p-adique et pour certains groupes discrets
posse´dant la proprie´te´ (T), C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Se´r. I, 327, (1998), 439–444.
[36] V. Lafforgue, Comple´ments a` la de´monstration de la conjecture de Baum-
Connes pour certains groupes posse´dant la proprie´te´ (T), C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris
Se´r. I, 328, (1999), 203–208.
[37] V. Lafforgue, KK-the´orie bivariante pour les alge`bres de Banach et conjecture
de Baum-Connes, Invent. Math. 149 (2002) 1, 1-95.
[38] V. Lafforgue, Banach KK-theory and the Baum-Connes conjecture, European
Congress of Mathematics (Barcelona 2000), Birka¨user, Volume 2.
[39] V. Lafforgue, A proof of property (RD) for cocompact lattices of SL(3,R) and
SL(3,C), J. Lie Theory 10 (2000), no. 2, 255–267.
[40] P.-Y. Le Gall, The´orie de Kasparov e´quivariante et groupo¨ıdes, C. R. Acad.
Sci. Paris Se´r. I, 324, (1997), 695–698.
[41] P.-Y. Le Gall, The´orie de Kasparov e´quivariante et groupo¨ıdes. I, K-Theory,
16, (1999), 361–390.
[42] I. Mineyev and G. Yu, The Baum-Connes conjecture for hyperbolic groups,
Invent. Math. 149 (2002) 1, 97-122
[43] A. S. Mishchenko, Infinite-dimensional representations of discrete groups, and
higher signatures, Math. USSR Izv. 8, no 1, (1974), 85–111.
[44] H. Oyono-Oyono, Baum-Connes conjecture and group actions on trees, K-
Theory 24 (2001), no. 2, 115–134.
[45] R. Parthasarathy, Dirac operator and the discrete series, Ann. of Math. (2) 96
(1972), 1–30.
[46] M. V. Pimsner, KK-groups of crossed products by groups acting on trees, In-
vent. Math., 86, (1986), 603–634.
[47] J. Ramagge, G. Robertson, T. Steger, A Haagerup inequality for A˜1 × A˜1 and
A˜2 buildings, Geom. Funct. Anal., 8 (1998), 702–731.
[48] G. Skandalis Kasporov’s bivariant K-theory and applications, Expositiones
Math., 9 (1991), 193–250.
[49] G. Skandalis Progre`s re´cents sur la conjecture de Baum-Connes, contribution
812 V. Lafforgue
de Vincent Lafforgue, Se´minaire Bourbaki, No. 869 (novembre 1999).
[50] M. Talbi, Ine´galite´ de Haagerup et ge´ome´trie des groupes, The`se, Universite´ de
Lyon I (2001).
[51] J.-L. Tu, The Baum-Connes conjecture and discrete group actions on trees,
K-Theory, 17, (1999), 303–318.
[52] J.-L. Tu, La conjecture de Baum-Connes pour les feuilletages moyennables,
K-Theory, 17, (1999), 215–264.
[53] J.-L. Tu, La conjecture de Novikov pour les feuilletages hyperboliques, K-
Theory, 16, (1999), 129–184.
[54] A. Valette An introduction to the Baum-Connes conjecture, ETHZ Lectures in
Mathematics, Birkhuser (2002).
[55] A. Wassermann, Une de´monstration de la conjecture de Connes-Kasparov pour
les groupes de Lie line´aires connexes re´ductifs, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Se´r. I,
304 (1987), 559–562.
